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Abstract: The purposes of this research were to improve and to know the 
improvement of the students’ listening comprehension by using CTL approach 
(Contextual Teaching and Learning). This research was conducted with CAR
(Classroom Action Research) and data was collected by open-ended interview, 
observation, and measurement techniques. The sample of this research was a 
single classroom of 35 students of grade tenth (X3) of SMAN 1 Sungai 
Ambawang in academic year 2013/2014. The researcher found that CTL approach
was appropriate for the SMAN 1 students’ knowledge and the context of 
meaningful learning. The result of the research showed CTL approach improved 
SMAN 1 students listening comprehension from cycle to cycle. It indicates the 
use of CTL approach can improve well the students listening comprehension.
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Abstrak: Tujuan dari penelitian ini adalah untuk mengubah dan mengetahui 
perubahan pemahaman mendengarkan siswa dengan menggunakan pendekatan 
CTL (Contextual Teaching and Learning). Penelitian ini dilakukan dengan CAR 
(penelitian tindakan kelas) dan data dikumpulkan dengan interview terbuka,
pengamatan, dan teknik pengukuran. Sample penelitian ini adalah sebuah kelas X 
(X3) yang terdiri dari 35 siswa di SMAN 1 Sungai Ambawang pada tahun ajaran 
2013/2014. Peneliti telah menemukan bahwa pendekatan CTL sesuai dengan 
pengetahuan dan keadaan pembelajaran yang berarti siswa SMAN 1. Hasil dari 
penelitian menunjukan pendekatan CTL telah mengubah pemahaman 
mendengarkan siswa SMAN 1 dari siklus ke siklus. Hal ini menunjukan bahwa 
pengunaan pendekatan CTL bisa mengubah dengan baik kemampuan 
mendengarkan siswa.
Kata Kunci: pendekatan CTL, pemahaman mendengarkan
istening is vital in language learning because it contains complex skills in activity for the 
learners. According to Shang (2008, p. 3) “Listening comprehension is a complex activity.
Listening is an active process by which students receive, construct meaning from, and respond 
to spoken and or nonverbal messages”. While, comprehension is an ability to understand the 
situation completely and be familiar with spoken and written language. Furthermore, Richard 
(2008, p. 3) “Listening as comprehension is the traditional ways of thinking about the nature 
of listening”.
However, it is important to improve students’ listening comprehension. There are 
several problems that might be related to the SMAN 1 listening material and the English 
teacher. First, the listening materials in students’ work sheet (Lembar Kerja Siswa or LKS)
“Intan Pariwara” were not appropriate with SMAN 1 real life situation because of their 
L
2limited vocabulary. Second, it doesn’t motivate them to make connections between 
knowledge and its applications to their lives as family members, citizens, and workers and 
engage the hard work. Third, the English teacher prefers to use the material from students’ 
work sheet (LKS) than the other text book and uses the traditional teaching technique like 
teacher centered. There are not vocabulary building for building students’ prior knowledge, 
extensive listening for helping the students in listening English, and discussion activity for 
allowing each student to speak and solve his or her problems on each other. Brown (2006, p. 
2) argues “One very important idea for teaching is that listening courses must make use of 
students’ prior knowledge in order to improve listening comprehension”. So the listening 
materials especially the questions should be given a touch in order to make it appropriate with 
SMAN 1 ability.
Despite of those problems, there is an ideal reason why the researcher wants to solve the 
problems. Hudson & Whisler (2011, p. 54) “Contextual teaching and learning is a conception 
of teaching and learning that helps teachers relate subject matter content to real world 
situations; and motivates students to make connections between knowledge and its 
applications to their lives as family members, citizens, and workers; and engage in the hard 
work that learning requires”. It means CTL is a concept that helps the teacher to make 
connection between materials and teaching & learning process in the real life and supposes 
the students to make connection between their knowledge with its application as family 
members and community. While, the CTL purposes are to make real-life situations relevant 
and meaningful to SMAN 1 experience; motivate them to learn English; and improve their 
listening comprehension. Contextual listening considers based on the school book and sylabus 
of School Based Curriculum (KTSP) that are appropriate with SMAN 1 students and the 
school curriculum.
CTL refers to the activity development in context of real life related to materials,
activity and learning instruction. It constructs students’ prior knowledge because students can 
learn in socialization and distribution learning by using CTL theory. So, students have 
motivation in learning. Johnson (2011, p. 1) “CTL is based on the discovery that students find 
meaning in their schoolwork when they join the content of academic subjects with the context 
of daily life”. In using CTL approach for teaching and learning, it involves seven components 
of CTL approach. Masnur identified seven characteristics of CTL, as follow: a)
constructivism trains the students to construct knowledge, b) questioning guides and assess 
the students’ thinking, c) inquiry helps the students to observe a phenomenon to discover 
knowledge, d) learning community gains from sharing with friends or groups, e) modeling 
give examples how to operate something, f) reflection rethinks about what students have 
learned and g) authentic assessment finds students’ learning development.
In teaching listening comprehension, listening activity plays the important rule. 
Listening activity can support the teaching and learning process. Furthermore, Harmer (2001, 
p. 1) states “listening activity consists of three activities: pre-listening, while listening and 
post listening”. Dealing with discussion, Richard (2008, p.4) suggests ”listening involves both 
'bottom-up' processing and 'top-down' processing. Bottom-up processing refers to activity 
which attends the listeners to use their incoming input as the basic in understanding the 
message. Top-down processing refers to the use of background knowledge in understanding 
the meaning of message”.
While in planning listening strategy, it should include cognitive strategies and 
metacognitive strategies. Successful in listening can also be looked at in terms of the strategy
the listener uses when listening. Buck identified definitions of cognitive strategy and 
metacognitive strategy. Cognitive strategy is thinking or conscious mental activities related to 
comprehending, storing & memory process or long-term memory, and using & retrieval 
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executive function in the management of cognitive strategy (Buck 2001 p. 104).
The previous research was conducted by Kamaruddin, et al., (2011) conducted test to 
know the effectiveness of the contextual approach. This design allows the researcher to assess 
whether there is an interaction between the treatment and the pretest. The findings showed 
that there is a significant difference for the posttest  means score between the contextual and 
non-contextual groups.
From the previous study above, it can be seen that those researches are different from 
what the researcher will do. Researcher will conduct open-ended interview to interview the 
English teacher and students of SMAN 1, use structural observation to observe LKS “Intan 
Pariwara”, and do CAR in three cycles to solve the problems that researcher found. In this 
research, researcher will measure the students score. From this study, researcher hoped 
contextual listening comprehension can motivate SMAN 1 students to learn English and 
improve their listening comprehension. Therefore, it can be a good solution to build their 
prior knowledge in listening comprehension.
METHOD
The researcher uses Classrom Action Research (CAR) as practical way of solving the 
problems. According to Rust and Clark (2008, p. 3) ”CAR is a rather simple set of ideas and 
techniques that can introduce you to the power of systematic reflection on your practice”. So,
it can be underlined from the simple set technique of CAR it can reach the powerful 
systematic process on teaching and learning. CAR is not about the learning in getting a good 
result but how the good result is reached by the learning process. In the other words, CAR is 
done to improve the practice in learning and contribute the students’ knowledge to facilitate 
the students in learning process for getting the students profit in learning. While the aim of 
this research was to improve well the students’ listening comprehension, therefore it also 
could be a good way to motivate them to make connections between knowledge and its 
applications.
The subject of this research was ten grade (X3) students of SMAN 1 Sungai Ambawang 
in academic year 2013/2014 as subject of the study. The students were chosen by considering 
that they were expected to be able to work cooperatively. It consists of 35 students.
Concerning the research problems, the data is focused on the process listening comprehension 
improvement of SMAN 1 students. There are three steps that researcher did to find the datum 
in this research. First, the data is got from conducting open-ended interview to get the current 
problems that occur in SMAN 1 by interviewing the English teacher and students of SMAN 1. 
Second, the data is got from structural observation by observing students’ work sheet (LKS)
“Intan Pariwara”. It is used to know that CTL approach is appropriate to solve SMAN 1 
students’ problems. The last, doing CAR in three cycles which includes four steps in each 
cycle like: planing, action, observation/evaluation, and reflection in order to solve the 
problems that researcher found.
In this research, researcher took a meeting to apply the technique in teaching learning 
process about ninety minutes (2x45 minutes). Researcher used Power Point Presentation 
(PPT) slide about disbelief expression, accepting and offering an invitation for improving 
students’ listening comprehension. They are following explanation of the classroom action 
research procedures that consist of four steps and in each cycle consist of a) planing is the 
stage where the researcher investigates the real problems happened in class. It is an action to 
improve what is already happened, b) action is an action to implement the plan. To act the 
planning, researcher is a teacher who teaches disbelief expression, accepting and offering an 
invitation using CTL approach, c) observation/evaluation is observing the effects of action in 
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researcher’s colleague to observe the students’ unexpected behavior, give the feed back, and 
take the picture during the learning process, and d) reflection is a stage which allows 
researcher to remember and think again about the action that is already done. In this stage,
researcher will evaluate and interview the students after the lesson finished.
In knowing whether Contextual Teaching and Learning approach improves students’ 
listening comprehension, researcher analyzed the data collected from interview guide,
observation sheet, and field note; and the students’ score, and listening frequency. Then the 
data from students’ score will be obtained by calculating the mean score of all students by 
using the formula as follows:
M = ∑ ଡ଼୒
Notes: 
M   = Mean score∑× = The sum of student’ individual score
N    = Number of students
Table 1 
Table of Score Qualification
The score Category Qualification
80-100 A Good to Excellent
72-79 B Average to Good
50-70 C Poor to average
0-49 D Poor
Modified from: (Heaton, 1975)
The minimum score criterion (Kriteria Ketuntatsan Minimal or KKM) in SMAN 1 
Sungai Ambawang is 72 therefore the teaching and learning is considered successful when the 
students are able to get 72 for the average score. To find percentage of students under 
minimum score criterion (KKM) of the class:
% of students under KKM = ୘୦  ୣୱ୳୫  ୭୤ ୱ୲୳ୢୣ୬୲ୱ ୳୬ୢୣ୰ ୏୏୑  ୶ ଵ଴଴% ୘୦  ୣୱ୳୫  ୭୤ ୱ୲୳ୢୣ୬୲ୱ ୧୬ ୲୦  ୣୡ୪ୟୱୱ
                                                     
THE RESEARCH FINDING AND DISCUSSION
Research Finding
1. Cycle 1 (7 May 2014)
The acting stage in the first cycle was done in a meeting on Wednesday May 7th, 2014.
It was prepared for a meeting which is lasted about ninety minutes (2x45 minutes). For 
supporting the action researcher would prepare: lesson plan and students’ handout; media
5(laptop, LCD proyektor, listening audio, and speaker); and tools of data collecting technique
(interview guide, observation sheet, field note, and camera recorder). On that day, there were 
six students whom were not present because of the rain. Fortunately, the rain stopped and the 
audio could be play.
To begin the classroom activity, researcher greeted the students and checked the 
students’ attendance. After that, researcher checked the students’ readiness in learning. Then,
researcher presented slide Power Point Presentation (PPT). In pre-listening, researcher 
constructed the students’ knowledge by deliver some questions related picture and disbelief 
expression and accepting or offering an invitation, and then ask the students to find the 
difficult words based on the dialog and expression. Through this activity, it helped the 
students predict what the thing that they will learn. The researcher also gave explanation 
related to the materials; and asked the students to read the dialog on their students’ work sheet 
(LKS) and the students’ real life experiences of disbelief expression and accepting or offering 
an invitation.
In while listening, researcher asked the students to find the meaning of difficult words 
on the Handout 1 and practice the way of the words’ pronunciations. Actually it was hard to 
ask the students to find the meaning of difficult words and practice the words’ pronunciations 
because they didn’t use to do it. The researcher would plan the next cycle to make the 
students released their responsible in learning. Then the students had to answer the listening 
questions in individual before forward the pair work activity. Pair works helped each student 
to share and solve their current problems. In this activity, the researcher involved the students 
to correct their work together by using media. Those activities helped the students to be ready 
in the post test. Post listening activity is individual assessment. In the post listening activity,
individual assessment is authentic assessment of the students who comes after pair work in 
the while listening. It consisted of five questions.
In the observing stage, it is divided into four tools: field note, observation scoring table,
students’ reflection, and students’ result in cycle.
The first is field note. One of collaborator used field note in observing the SMAN 1 
students’ unexpected behavior during the Contextual Teaching Listening application was 
taught by researcher. The Collaborator also gave suggestions based on the unexpected SMAN 
1 students’ behavior. From the collaborator’ field note, researcher got suggestion related to 
the way of researcher taught such as: the lacking of class management and time management.
Meanwhile the other collaborator used observation scoring table to assess researcher 
performance and took the picture during the learning process as the evidence that the research 
was conducted this research. From collaborator’ observation scoring table, researcher got the 
input that researcher should develop her ability in approach of learning strategy (pendekatan 
strategi pembelajaran) and in keeping and arousing the orderliness of the students’ learning 
(pembelajaran yang memicu dan memelihara ketertiban siswa). The score of observation 
scoring table was 2.6 as classified enough.
The third is students’ reflection in cycle. In doing reflection with the students,
researcher interviewed the students after the lesson finished. There would be eight students in 
the first cycle. The students gave some suggestion related to the question practice, it would be 
better if there is the same question practice for all students. Most of the students still had 
problem with vocabularies. They were confused in answer the questions because of limited 
vocabularies but they suggested it would be better if researcher gave optional answer.
Actually, they were interested with the lesson because of media usage and the classroom 
activity. They liked to have discussion activity. It helped them to share and solve their 
problem. So, they would be more confident while correcting their answer together. They also 
liked to be involved in using media like using laptop for typing their answer. They also didn’t 
mind to use the speaker in listening activity, just playing the recording based on their ability.
6According to the data of this research, researcher found:
M = ∑ ଡ଼୒ = ଶଶ଼଴ଶଽ = 78.62
% of students under KKM = ୘୦  ୣୱ୳୫  ୭୤ ୱ୲୳ୢୣ୬୲ୱ ୳୬ୢୣ୰ ୏୏୑  ୶ ଵ଴଴% ୘୦  ୣୱ୳୫  ୭୤ ୱ୲୳ୢୣ୬୲ୱ ୧୬ ୲୦  ୣୡ୪ୟୱୱ
    = ଵଷ ୶ ଵ଴଴%ଶଽ = 44.83%
It showed that the students’ mean score was 78.62 but there 44.83% students were in under 
SMAN 1 students’ minimum score criterion (KKM).
Based on the planning, acting, and observing above, researcher found that the students’ 
mean score is 78.62 but there 44.83% students were in under SMAN 1 students’ minimum 
score criterion (KKM). As mention by English teacher, SMAN 1 students’ minimum score 
criterion (KKM) is 72. So, researcher should do the next cycle in order to solve the current 
problems. There are some suggestions that the researcher got from collaborators and SMAN 1 
students. Researcher should develop her ability in learning strategy approach (pendekatan 
strategi pembelajaran) and in keeping and arousing the orderliness of the students’ learning 
(pembelajaran yang memicu dan memelihara ketertiban siswa). SMAN 1 students told that it 
would be better if there is the same question practice for all students, but they suggested it 
would be better if researcher gave optional answer. In the next cycle, researcher still use the 
media because they like to be involved in using media like using laptop for typing their 
answer. Actually the all information was useful for conducting the second cycle.
2.  Cycle 2 (9 May 2014)
After doing reflection with collaborators and interviewing students (eight students) in 
the first cycle, researcher planned to conduct second cycle. The researcher would repair some 
current problems related to those information in order to improve students of SMAN 1 
listening comprehension. First, the researcher would develop learning strategy approach 
(pendekatan strategi pembelajaran), and keep & arouse the orderliness of the students’ 
learning (pembelajaran yang memicu dan memelihara ketertiban siswa). Second, researcher 
would give the students the same questions practice. Third researcher would use consistently 
the media in doing the research. The second cycle was prepared for a meeting which lasted in 
about eighty minutes (2x40 minutes). The researcher would prepare: lesson plan and students’ 
handout; media (laptop, LCD proyektor, listening audio, and speaker); and tools of data 
collecting technique (interview guide, observation sheet, field note, and camera recorder).
The second cycle was done in a meeting on Friday May 9th, 2014. There were three 
students were not present. Before starting the lesson, the researcher did the same things with 
the first cycle, like: greeted the students, checked the students’ attendance, and checked the 
students’ readiness in learning. Then, researcher presented slide Power Point Presentation 
(PPT). In the pre-listening activity, researcher reviewed the students’ knowledge by asking 
some questions related picture and disbelief expression and accepting or offering an 
invitation; and then asked the students to find the difficult words based on the dialog and 
expression. Those activities help the students predict what materials they will learn. The 
researcher also gave reviewing related to the disbelief expression and accepting or offering an 
invitation and asked the students real life experiences as the example.
7Researcher asked the students to find the difficult words on the Handout 1 and practice 
the way of their pronunciations in while listening. The students were given the exercise, and 
then they also had a chance to discuss the answer with her or his partner. After they finished,
the researcher involved the students to correct their work together by using media. In the post 
listening, the researcher gave individual assessment. In this stage, the students would have 
five questions as authentic assessment.
Collaborator used field note in observing and giving suggestions related to the 
unexpected behavior of SMAN 1 students during the researcher taught the Contextual 
Teaching and Listening. From the collaborator’ field note, researcher got suggestions about 
the researcher’ weaknesses in teaching such as: stay in the middle if want to get students 
attention, don’t show the material slide before get students’ answer, and don’t let a student 
without answering his or her questions.
The other collaborator used observation scoring table to assess researcher’ performance 
and took the picture during the learning process as the evidence that this research is truly done 
by the research. The score of observation scoring table was 3.1 although it changed from 2.6 
to be 3.1 but researcher should develop more her or his ability.
In doing reflection with the students, researcher interviewed the students after the lesson 
finished. There would be eight students in the second cycle. The students didn’t give 
suggestion in this cycle because they really liked with the lesson because of media usage and 
the classroom activity. They liked to have discussion activity and to be involved in using 
media like using laptop for typing their answer in font of the class. They also didn’t mind in 
using recording for listening activity.
According to the data of this research, researcher found:
M = ∑ ଡ଼୒ = ଷ଴଴଴ଷଶ = 93.75
% of students under KKM = ୘୦  ୣୱ୳୫  ୭୤ ୱ୲୳ୢୣ୬୲ୱ ୳୬ୢୣ୰ ୏୏୑  ୶ ଵ଴଴% ୘୦  ୣୱ୳୫  ୭୤ ୱ୲୳ୢୣ୬୲ୱ ୧୬ ୲୦  ୣୡ୪ୟୱୱ
    = ଵ ୶ ଵ଴଴%ଷଶ = 3.13%
It showed that the students’ mean score was 93.75 and there 3.13% students were in under 
SMAN 1 students’ minimum score criterion (KKM). It decreased around 41.70% and the 
students’ mean score increased around 15.17 in the second cycle.
In the second cycle, SMAN 1 students’ in under minimum score criterion (KKM)
decreased around 41.70% to be 3.13%  and the students’ mean score increased around 15.17 
to be 93.75. Actually researcher was succeed in improving the students listening 
comprehension, but researcher still want the students used to find the difficult words on 
dictionary and practicing of their pronunciations. Based on the researcher experience, the 
students still need a hard instruction to translate the difficult words and practice the words’ 
pronunciation. For planning the last cycle, the researcher would recover collaborators 
suggestions related to the way of researcher’ teaching like: stay in the middle if want to get 
students attention, don’t show the material slide before get students’ answer, don’t let a 
student without answering his or her questions, and develop teaching ability. The researcher 
would keep the good thing that students like such as: giving pair work, using media in 
teaching, and involving them to correct their answer & use media.
83. Cycle 3 (14 May 2014)
In planning the last cycle, the researcher would fulfill collaborators’ suggestions related 
to the way of teaching and make the students released with their responsible to find and 
translate the difficult words and practice the words’ pronunciation. While interviewing 
students (eight students) in the second cycle, they asked the researcher still gives pair work,
uses media in teaching, and involves them to correct their answer & use media. Based on 
information, the researcher would make sure that the current problems were going to be 
solved in this research. The third cycle was prepared for a meeting which lasted in about 
ninety minutes (2x45 minutes). The researcher would prepare: lesson plan and students’ 
handout; media (laptop, LCD proyektor, listening audio, and speaker); and tools of data 
collecting technique (interview guide, observation sheet, field note, and camera recorder).
On Wednesday May 14th, 2014 was done a meeting as the third cycle. On that day, there 
were four students were not present. Like the others meeting in the beginning the classroom 
activity, researcher greeted the students, checked the students’ attendance, and checked the 
students’ readiness in learning. In pre-listening activity, researcher presented the slide of
Power Point Presentation (PPT), reviewed the students’ knowledge, and asked students to 
make orally the dialog using the available expression according to their real life experiences.
In while listening, researcher asked the students to find the difficult words on the 
Handout and practice the way of their pronunciations. Because the students used to do the 
exercise and were aware with their responsible, they didn’t need many instructions to do the 
exercise. After the students answered the listening exercise, they discussed their answer in 
pair work. Pair work was be the priority of the while listening activity. Post listening activity 
involved individual assessment as the authentic assessment that consists of five optional 
answers.
From the collaborator’ field note, the students were enjoy the listening activities and 
they were enjoy to find the difficult words and practice their pronunciations. Although, the 
researcher got suggestion that researcher should insert motivation in each classroom activity. 
While the score of observation scoring table was 3.5 it means that the researcher performance 
had already improved in a good way in each cycle. 
While from conducting the planning, acting, and observing in the last cycle, researcher found:
M = ∑ ଡ଼୒ = ଷ଴଺଴ଷଵ = 98.70
% of students under KKM = ୘୦  ୣୱ୳୫  ୭୤ ୱ୲୳ୢୣ୬୲ୱ ୳୬ୢୣ୰ ୏୏୑  ୶ ଵ଴଴% ୘୦  ୣୱ୳୫  ୭୤ ୱ୲୳ୢୣ୬୲ୱ ୧୬ ୲୦  ୣୡ୪ୟୱୱ
    = ଴ ୶ ଵ଴଴%ଷଵ = 0.00%
It showed that the students’ mean score is 98.70 and there 0.00% student was in under SMAN 
1 students’ minimum score criterion (KKM). It means the all students could pass the 
minimum score criterion (KKM) and the students mean score increased around 4.95 from the 
second cycle and they had already improved their listening comprehension.
Based on the result in the third cycle, researcher found that the students’ mean score 
was 98.70 and there 0.00% student was in under SMAN 1 students’ minimum score criterion 
(KKM). It means the all students could pass the minimum score criterion (KKM) and the
students mean score increased around 4.95 from the second cycle. After involving the SMAN 
91 students in CAR for three cycles, researcher found that SMAN 1 students can improve well 
the listening comprehension and reach the learning objectives, as follows:
1. Be able to find meaning of the difficult words from text conversation (Mampu 
menemukan arti kata sulit di dalam teks percakapan);
2. Be able to answer listening exercise related to disbelief expression and accepting or 
offering an invitation (Mampu menjawab soal latihan listening terkait ekpresi 
menyatakan rasa tak percaya, serta menerima atau menawarkan undangan).
Discussion
This research showed a good improvement in building students prior knowledge. While,
constructing students’ prior knowledge should begin from questioning and asking them to 
find the meaning of difficult words. They also were curious with the pronunciation of the 
word. Because of this activity, the students could guess or know what the dialog telling about. 
The students also had a chance to share and solve their problems with their partner. So they 
would be ready in facing the authentic assessment.
The improvement showed that the mean of students’ score in first cycle to third cycle 
improved. The first cycle was 78.62 and there were 13 students or 44.83% students were 
under SMAN 1 KKM. Then, it followed from second cycle, researcher found that the 
students’ mean score is 93.75 and there was only 1 student or 3.13% student was in under 
SMAN 1 KKM. It decreased around 41.70% and the students’ mean score increased around 
15.17 in the second cycle. The last cycle, the students’ mean score was 98.70 and there was 
0.00% students were in under SMAN 1 KKM. It means the all students could pass the KKM
and the students’ mean score increased around 4.95 from the second cycle. Furthermore,
researcher found that SMAN 1 students like to use media in listening and they also like to be 
involved in applying the media. In brief, this research worked in improving SMAN 1 students.
According to the students’ score classicification, researcher found that the first cycle is 
classificated: 13 students as poor, 0 student as average, 4 students as good, and 12 students as 
excellent. While the second cycle is classified: 1 student as poor, 0 student as average, 3 
students as good, and 28 students as excellent. The last cycle is classified: 0 student as poor, 0
student as average, 0 student as good, and 31 students as excellent.
Although CTL approach could improve well the students’ listening comprehension,
researcher found that 7 students are classified as excellent in the first cycle but their score 
were decreased in the second cycle. After analyzing the problem, researcher found that some 
students had already had answer keys of the listening questions. Actually they had already 
used the same students’ work sheet (LKS) from last year. So they could copy the answer from 
their brother, sister, even friends. Researcher planned to make questions that refers to CTL’s 
questions qualification: vocabulary, reference, similarity, and expression in order to avoid the 
same problem happened in the second cycle.
In the second cycle, researcher had already made the questions from listening Handout.
The result showed that there were 5 students had the lower score than the first cycle and there 
was 1 student under KKM. So there was only 1 student had excellent score from first cycle to 
second cycle. Because there were still unfinished problems, researcher planned to conduct the 
third cycle and make the questions from listening handout too. While the result of the third 
cycle showed that the all students could pass the SMAN 1 KKM and got the excellent score.
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CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION
Conclusion
After having the entire processes of the research, the writer would like to point out some 
conclusions. From the research findings and the discussions the result has answered the 
research question that the use of Contextual Teaching and Learning approach can improve 
well the tenth grade (X3) students of SMAN 1 Sungai Ambawang in academic year 
2013/2014 listening comprehension. There were some advantages that researcher got after 
using CTL approach in teaching listening: student learned from the other student through 
group work, discussion, and sharing; the learning was related with meaningful learning in real 
context; the use of communicative language teaching in persuade the students to use language 
in the real context; the students took responsible of their learning; and the result was measured 
from learning process or students’ performance or the students score. The students used to 
find the meaning in several meetings and release their responsible learning. After involving 
the SMAN 1 students in CAR for three cycles, researcher found that SMAN 1 students can 
reach the learning objectives. Therefore, it also could be a good way to motivate them to 
make connections between knowledge and its applications and improve well their listening 
comprehension.
Suggestions
The success in teaching does not depend on the lesson program only, but the most 
important is how the teacher presents the lesson and uses appropriate approach to manage the 
classroom to be more active. Regarding to the teaching listening by using CTL approach, the 
researcher gives some suggestions as follows:
1. Knowing the SMAN 1 students’ ability, SMAN 1 students need a guiding to find 
difficult words and always give them motivation to translate difficult words during 
teaching and learning process.
2. Contextual Teaching and Learning is a good approach to improve students listening 
comprehension. By using seven CTL components, the teacher will be easier in guiding
the students in learning comparing with the media usage.
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